1946] 


Uouleau,—Populus balsarnifera of Linnaous 
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Maguire (5) (p. 425) suggested that Nuttall might havo rcached 


/ulgen 


This is neither 


M 


the White Earth vicinitv for Amica 
necessary nor probable. In traveling ; 

\ve did find it most abundant in the liigh, open coulees in Williams 
County, but it occurs southward through North Dakota and 
locally eastward to tho contrai part of the Stato. In 1943, we 
were astonished to find it near McCanna (No. (>83) in Grand 
Forks County. There is a specimen in the Brenckle Herbarium 


iMou 


I did not succeed 


in finding it there in 1944, but it oasily may have been exter- 
minated by breaking or pasturing of the prairie. Dr. Brenckle 
writes me that it disappearod soon after he collectod it. 
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POPULUS BALSAMIFERA OF LINNAEUS NOT A 

NOMEN AMBIGUUM 

Ernest Rouleau 

The binomial Populus Tacamahacca Miller has been generally 
accepted for the northern Balsam Poplar since Farwell publishcd 
his note (8) on the nomonclature of Populus balsamijcra Linnaous. 
Sargent (36), Rehder (34), Redman (32, 33), Davy (6), Cansdale 
et al. (3) and Mansfeld (24) have also discussed the (luestion and 
decided in favor of Populus Tacamahacca Mill. instead of P. 
balsarnifera L., rejecting the latter as a nomen ambiguum. The 
major argument stressed by these authors for its rejection was the 
inferred basing of the Linnaean species upon a ('atesby collec- 
tion of Populus deltoides Bartram ex Marshall from Carolina. 
This opinion was not shared by Ilouse (12) and Valckenier- 




